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Richard. Hall
Col~ia Gas Transrnds$ion Corporation/M;~llenniurn Project
293:Court StreatBinghamton, 

New York 13901

Dear Mr. Hall:

This letter is a follow-up to our !1leeting of October 8, 2002. As
affirmed previously in our letter of Au~,~st 2, 2002f and as discussed
during th8 meeting, w~ continue to.have concerns with regard to your
proposal to construct the pip.elin~ within Haverstraw Bay to cross the
Hudson R~ver. Please provide informa.tic.n Oh the i8sues outlined below
so that we ~y continue processinq this permit application.

During our October meeting you indicated that alternative crossing
locations were thoroughly investigated f~r a lS-mile length along the
Huds.on River from the cro5s1ng cur"I:entl~ propo$~d. In various
documents which have been sent to thia office, you ~tated that you
~investiqated c~ossing locations upstrealu and downstream-" and that
~despite a lengthy and dilig~nt consideratio~ of po~~ible options, no.'
£easible' c~ossing location has been identified.w Please provid~
rnaterial~ which ctocum~nt your findings du~ing the~e inve~tigations- In
addition, during the u.s. Department of Commerce's (DOC) public hearing
held on November l3, 2002, you indicAted to us that you ~ere going to
prepare a response to a report p~epared by O'Brien and Gere Engineers,
Inc., entitl;ed "Feasibility Evaluation of Alternative Routes for: ttLe
Millennium Pipeline "project" dated Octob~r 2002, for subrolssion to DOC
and that you would provid~ a copy to th15 office.

With regard to the plum& modeling, the report prepared by Lawier,
Matusky « Skelly Engineets entitled, "MiLlenn.ium Pip61ine Project.- New
'York State Coastal Zone Management Polic:{ Consistency Detertnination",
dated June 2000, states that dredge pluml~ moctelinq was conductad by
GAI~. The report state6 that four compon.t1lnts were modeled (d;t"edging in
shallow water, dredging in deep water, b,~ckf111ing in sha:).loT,t w~ter
with a bucket, and backfilling in deep wi~ter u.!iing a bottom dump
b~rG~). You 6tated that these components could be timed such that
their'interaction would be minirni~ed, and also stated that the NYSDEC
Wat~r Quality Certificate issued on Febru~ry 14, 20001 required that
sediment" backfilling using bottom dump b(!.rge~ would be performed only
during periods of low ~lack tide. The N~~SDEC defines this period as
from one houx: be,fore. to one hour after tIte NOAA predicted low tide time
at 1!averstraw. Based on ou~ re~iElW of the NOAA predicted tide~ for
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!. October 17, 2002, at Have,1;'str.a~, this would occur only from
""" approximate1.y 1400 hours to 1600 hours. When We asked you if this
"::'would present difficulties in meeting tIle required 76-day work window
.'" fo.:r~crossj,nCJ Haver:straw Bay, you indica1:ed that multiple barges cou1.d
":be"i,1ti11zed to dump simultaneously during this low slack tide period.
;':Whiie this may indeed allow tor a Bhort~!r construction time, it would"
;:":exace"rb"ate the turbidity and conflict wj,th the data Q.pparently u~ed for
'.. the .plume modeling.

.

;: ~:1 :~'i.," As we discussed during our meeting, while the model may be
j. .r : :'. ~ .accurate for these individual compopent!: occurring independ$ntly from
" :;1".;.';,(-. ~each oth~r during a \lnidir$ctional f10\o1, we are concerned about the
;:...!~. ;.:::. ~UI1lUlative effects of multiple componants occurring siftlultaneously 01::
,~::'.i '.', ":ove:::'-lapping, an.d the movemant of the tidal currents. These facts, in
:::.."~ : :..:; combination with the statements of our ~;'ate'1:.,aY$ Expe1::iment Station

, .that the predicted plume life would be ~,ore like 1 to 2 hours (versus
:. your prediction of 30 minutes), lead us to believe that the turbidity

would be $ubstantially mora than you ~t~ted and that it would be near
impossible to meet the required tirneframes to cQmplet~ the crossing if
only one bottom dwmp were to ocou~ as per NYSD~C'5 requirement. Flease
provide information that addrasses these ~on.cern~.

~,
t.

In addition, in light of the route chan9~s within Westchest~~
CountYr yo~ are reminded that a delineation of all waters of the Unit~d
States within the right-of-way or other I~ork area~r including data
~heete, should be submit,t~d to this otfi::e. As we recently discussed,'
we still have some concerns about the ac~uracy of the wetland
delineation tC)r the remainder of the pipaline route within 'the New York
District. We would like to discuss thes'~ concerns with you at our
Fepruary 7th meeting.

Beyond the .above .i,ssues, and as we ;1ave previously di5cusseci with
you, we are also concerned about making ;iL permit ciecision prio,!= to the
completion of the requir$ments $$t forth in the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). It is therefort~ imperative that the$G issues
be r~solv~c;i in accordance with our reguliiltions, prior to our decision
~aking process. If any questions' should arise conce.ning this matter,
please contact me at (212) 264-3996.

Sincerely,

~2~A.--y._/,;7 1-. C
Richard TomE~r
Chief, Regu.1.atory Branch
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